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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
01/10/05 has been entered. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1,2, 5, 7-9, 12 and 14-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wehmeyer et al. (Wehmeyer) (5,867,226) (of record), in view of Aral 
et al. (Arai) (US2002/0073425) (of record). 

As to claim 1 , Wehmeyer discloses a method of processing program guide 
information (column 3, lines 16-25), comprising the steps of: 

recording viewing statistics (column 2, lines 33-40 and Fig. 2) based on topics 
(column 2, lines 41-50); 
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entering user processing request information (column 3, lines 16-25); 

processing program guide information (Fig. 5, step 520; column 3, lines 16-25, 
column 4, lines 63-67 and column 5, lines 1-6) based on entered user processing 
request information (wherein the search is performed upon a user's request; column 3, 
lines 16-25) and the viewing statistics (wherein the search is based upon the viewed 
item list; column 3, lines 21-25 and Fig. 5. step 520). 

While Wehmeyer discloses displaying the processed result (column 3, lines 21- 
25 and Fig. 5, steps 530 and 535). matching the topics in the recorded viewing statistics 
(wherein the result is based upon stored list; column 3, lines 21-25 and Fig. 5, step 
520), wherein when one program in a time slot is highlighted (see Aral at column 2, 
lines 21-24), other programs in that time slot will be then displayed (see Aral at Figure 1 ; 
and wherein other programs for other channels in the timeslot are clearly displayed 
when Zulu is highlighted), he fails to specifically disclose displaying the result in a 
dedicated channel, wherein the processed result includes at least two programs in a 
first time slot, only one of the at least two programs is displayed in the first time slot 
under the dedicated channel and wherein others of the at least two programs are 
displayed. 

In an analogous art, Aral discloses a receiving apparatus (Fig. 1) which will 
process an EPG to find a viewer's preferred programming (paragraph 106), wherein the 
result includes at least two programs in a time slot (Fig. 6, paragraph 112) and wherein 
one result will then display the information in a dedicated channel (Fig. 6, My Channel 1; 
paragraph 109 and paragraph 112) and wherein the other result is also displayed in 
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another channel (Fig. 6. My Channel 2; paragraph 109 and 112) for the benefit of 
allowing a viewer to find and watch preferred programming without the need to 
repeatedly change channels (paragraph 116). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention by applicant to modify Wehmeyers's system to include displaying the result in 
a dedicated channel, wherein the processed result includes at least two programs in a 
first time slot, only one of the at least two programs is displayed in the first time slot 
under the dedicated channel and wherein others of the at least two programs are 
displayed, as taught by Aral, for the benefit of eliminating the need for a viewer to 
repeatedly changed channels while utilizing an EPG to find and watch programming. 

As to claim 8, Wehmeyer discloses a system for processing program guide 
information (column 3. lines 16-25), comprising: 

a user controller (Fig. 4; remote 450R and column 2, lines 21-24) for entering 
user processing request information (column 3, lines 16-25); 

a microprocessor (Fig. 4, micro 41 5R) for recording viewing statistics (column 
2, lines 33-40 and Fig. 2) based on topics (column 2, lines 41-50) and for processing 
(column 4, lines 17-19 and lines 53-62) program guide information (Fig. 5, step 520; 
column 3, lines 16-25, column 4, lines 63-67 and column 5. lines 1-6) based on entered 
user processing request information (wherein the search is performed upon a user's 
request; column 3, lines 16-25) and the viewing statistics (wherein the search is based 
upon the viewed item list; column 3, lines 21-25 and Fig. 5, step 520). 
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While Wehmeyer discloses wherein said microprocessor causes the displaying of 
the processed result (Fig. 5, column 4, lines 63-67 and column 5, lines 1-6), matching 
the topics in the recorded viewing statistics (wherein the result is based upon stored list; 
column 3, lines 21-25 and Fig. 5, step 520), wherein when one program in a time slot is 
highlighted (wherein a user may navigate and highlight any displayed program; column 
2, lines 10-24), other programs in that time slot will be then displayed (wherein other 
programs for other channels in the timeslot are clearly displayed when Zulu is 
highlighted; Fig. 1), he fails to specifically disclose displaying the result in a dedicated 
channel, wherein the processed result includes at least two programs in a first time slot, 
only one of the at least two programs is displayed in the first time slot under the 
dedicated channel and wherein others of the at least two programs are displayed. 

In an analogous art, Aral discloses a receiving apparatus (Fig. 1) which will 
process an EPG to find a viewer's preferred programming (paragraph 106), wherein the 
result includes at least two programs in a time slot (Fig. 6, paragraph 112) and wherein 
one result will then display the information in a dedicated channel (Fig. 6, My Channel 1; 
paragraph 109 and paragraph 112) and wherein the other result is also displayed in 
another channel (Fig. 6, My Channel 2; paragraph 109 and 11 2) for the benefit of 
allowing a viewer to find and watch preferred programming without the need to 
repeatedly change channels (paragraph 116). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention by applicant to modify Wehmeyers's system to include displaying the result in 
a dedicated channel, wherein the processed result includes at least two programs in a 
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first time slot, only one of the at least two programs is displayed in the first time slot 
under the dedicated channel and wherein others of the at least two programs are 
displayed, as taught by Aral, for the benefit of eliminating the need for a viewer to 
repeatedly changed channels while utilizing an EPG to find and watch programming. 

As to claims 2 and 9, Wehmeyer and Aral disclose wherein the step of displaying 
processed result in a dedicated channel further comprising the step of first arranging the 
processed result into respective time slots (See Aral at Figures 3 and 4; paragraphs 109 
and 1 1 1; wherein only one program is selected per channel for a given time period). 

As to claim 5, Wehmeyer and Aral disclose wherein the step of entering user 
processing request information comprises selecting a request for suggesting a program 
(see Wehmeyer at Fig. 6a and column 3, lines 16-25 and column 5, lines 11-15). 

As to claims 7 and 14, Wehmeyer and Aral disclose wherein the dedicated 
channel is displayed along with other channels in a program guide (see Aral at Fig. 6). 

As to claim 12, Wehmeyer and Arai disclose wherein the entering user 
processing request information comprises a request for suggesting a program (see 
Wehmeyer at Fig. 6a and column 3, lines 16-25 and column 5, lines 11-15). 
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As to claims 15 and 18, Wehmeyer and Aral disclose wherein the statistic of a 
topic is the number of times the topic has been viewed (see Wehmeyer at Fig. 2 and 
column 2, lines 41-47). 

As to claims 16 and 19, Wehmeyer and Arai disclose wherein the statistic of a 
topic is the number of times the topic has been viewed (see Wehmeyer at Fig. 2 and 
column 2, lines 41-47) more than a predetermined time period (wherein the program 
must be watched for 5 or more minutes; see Wehmeyer at column 2, lines 33-40). 

As to claims 17 and 20, Wehmeyer and Arai disclose wherein the dedicated 
channel is always displayed at a predefined position in the program guide (wherein the 
displayed dedicated channel must be at some predefined position; see Arai at Fig. 6). 

4. Claims 6 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wehmeyer and Arai as applied to claims 1 and 8 above, and further in view of Schein et 
al. (Schein) (6,133,909). 

As to claims 6 and 13, while Wehmeyer and Arai disclose entering user 
processing request information (see Wehmeyer at Fig. 6a and column 3, lines 16-25 
and column 5, lines 11-15), they fail to specifically disclose wherein the user request 
comprises selecting a search of program guide information based on user-entered text. 

In an analogous art, Schein discloses a computer system (Fig. 1) for 
recommending programming (column 2, lines 18-23) wherein an EPG is searched 
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based upon words or characters entered by a user (colunnn 13, lines 21-48) for the 
benefit of allowing a user to search a program guide using any type of information 
relevant to a particular program (column 13, lines 10-20). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention by applicant to modify Wehmeyer and Aral's system to include wherein the 
user request comprises selecting a search of program guide information based on user- 
entered text, as taught by Schein, for the benefit of allowing a user to search a program 
guide for preferred programming using any type of information relevant to a particular 
program. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 01/10/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

a. In response to applicant's general statements that the combination of 
Wehmeyer and Aral fail to disclose or suggest that a processed result includes at 
least two programs in a first time slot, only one of the at least two programs is 
displayed in the first time slot under the dedicated channel, and when the one of 
the at least two programs is highlighted, others of the at least two programs are 
also displayed, as recited in amended claim 1, see the rejections above. 
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b. On page 6, of applicant's response, applicant argues that the other 
programs in Fig. 1 of Wehmeyer are not included in a processed result from 
processing program guide information based on user entered processing 
request. 

In response, as indicated in the rejections above, Wehmeyer disclosed, in 
regards to highlighting, that when any program in the guide is highlighted, the 
other channels/programs in the program guide are still displayed. Aral is relied 
upon to teach displaying one processed result in the dedicated channel and 
displaying other results at the same time. Any highlighting of any one of these 
programs in the dedicated channel would not interfere with the displaying of the 
other programs. 

More specifically, the current claim language doesn't state that highlighting 
a program in the dedicated channel directly results in the display of the other 
programs. It merely recites that when the program is highlighted, others are also 
displayed. 

c. On pages 6 and 7 of applicant's response, applicant argues that "Even 
assuming that the channel, CINE, that includes the highlighted program ZULU, is 
the dedicated channel in Aral, the other programs are not programs arranged in 
the dedicated channel at the same time slot as the program ZULU." 

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant 
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relies (i.e., the other programs are not programs arranged in the dedicated 
channel at the same time slot as the program ZULU) are not recited in the 
rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, 
limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van 
Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

More specifically, the claim merely states that the other programs are also 
displayed. There is no specific requirement for the programs to be displayed in 
the dedicated channel at the same time slot. As shown in Fig. 6 of Arai, "My 
Channel 1", displays program (10) from 15:00 to 16:00. The additional program 
result (6) for the same time slot is displayed in a second dedicated channel "My 
channel 2". This clearly meets the claim limitations. 



Conclusion 

6. The following are suggested formats for either a Certificate of Mailing or 
Certificate of Transmission under 37 CFR 1.8(a). The certification may be included with 
all correspondence concerning this application or proceeding to establish a date of 
mailing or transmission under 37 CFR 1 .8(a). Proper use of this procedure will result in 
such communication being considered as timely if the established date is within the 
required period for reply. The Certificate should be signed by the individual actually 
depositing or transmitting the correspondence or by an individual who, upon information 
and belief, expects the correspondence to be mailed or transmitted in the normal course 
of business by another no later than the date indicated. 

Certificate of Mailing 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the United States Postal Service with 
sufficient postage as first class mail in an envelope addressed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
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on . 

(Date) 

Typed or printed name of person signing this certificate: 



Signature: 

Certificate of Transmission 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being facsimile transmitted to the United States Patent and 

Trademark Office, Fax No. (703) - on . 

(Date) 

Typed or printed name of person signing this certificate: 



Signature: 

Please refer to 37 CFR 1 .6(d) and 1 .8(a)(2) for filing limitations concerning 
facsimile transmissions and mailing, respectively. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James Sheleheda whose telephone number is (571 ) 
272-7357. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Miller can be reached on (571 ) 272-7353. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomnation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



James Sheleheda 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2614 



JS 




^ JOHN MILLER 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



